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Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an 
agreement was reached, or any other comments: An agreement was reached of the distinction between the prior art 
and the immediate application and if properly supported by the specification the proposed amendments discussed 
between the Applicant and the Examiner might overcome the prior art relied upon. Applicant provided further 
clarification on the interpretation of the claim language and pointed out how the proposed amendments might 
overcome the prior art relied upon. The Examiner notes that the discussion of the prior art rejection along with the 
proposed amendments will require further consideration and an updated search. The Examiner agrees to accept 
figures 1-6 that were inadvertently field in application serial number 10/660751. 



